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shall also enter into the said register book, together
with their taxation; and also shall by their discre-
tions, within every their said divisions and limits,
appoint or see collectors for one whole year to be
appointed of the said weekly portion, . . . and also
shall appoint the overseers of the said poor people."

The fact that this act does not say that the in-
habitants are to be taxed primarily, at all events, for
the poor of their own parish, led the commissioners
of 1834 to think that it deviated from, the practice
followed both before and after it, of making the relief
of the poor a parochial charge. "As it vested the
power of assessment in the justices," they say, "it
threw the burden, not on each parish, but upon all
the inhabitants of the divisions within the jurisdiction
of the assessing justices."1 This does not seem, how-
ever, to have been either the intention or the result
of the act. The separate existence of each parish
was too well recognised to need express mention.
In the earlier acts language is constantly used about
the mayors and head-officers of towns which might
be taken to imply that parochial chargeability did not
exist within towns containing more than one parish;
but this would be a totally erroneous conclusion, as
we learn from the act of I555-2 If it had been
intended to destroy parish chargeability in 1572 we
may be sure that the intention would have been
plainly expressed, whereas there is nothing in the act
to prevent the justices from keeping the accounts of
each parish separate. That they were intended to do
so is suggested by the 27th clause, which expressly
authorises the justices in session, in the case of poor

1 Report, 8vo ed., p. 13,                       2 See above, p. 61.